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NOTICE OF HEARING

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I wish
to announce that the Committee on
Rules and Administration will meet in
SR–301, Russell Senate Office Building,
on Thursday, February 1, 1996, at 9:30
a.m., to receive testimony on campaign
finance reform.

For further information concerning
this hearing, please contact Ed Edens
of the committee staff on 224–6684.
f

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Finance
Committee be permitted to meet
Wednesday, January 31, 1996, beginning
at 10 a.m., in room 215 of the Dirksen
Senate Office Building, to conduct a
hearing on the tax reform report issued
by the National Commission on Eco-
nomic Growth and Tax Reform.

The PRESIDING Officer. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.
SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE

WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT AND RELATED
MATTERS

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Special
Committee To Investigate Whitewater
Development and Related Matters be
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Tuesday, January 30,
Wednesday, January 31, and Thursday,
February 1, 1996, to conduct hearings
pursuant to Senate Resolution 120.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CHINA THREATENS TAIWAN

∑ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, the New
York Times carried an article titled
‘‘As China Threatens Taiwan, It Makes
Sure U.S. Listens,’’ written by Patrick
E. Tyler, about irresponsible talk from
Chinese leaders against Taiwan. I ask
that the article be printed at the end of
my remarks.

It is the kind of talk that inevitably
sours relations between China and the
United States but, also, causes appre-
hension among the entire community
of nations.

The United States made a mistake in
the Shanghai Communique of not rec-
ognizing that Taiwan and China, in
fact, today are two separate countries.
If they eventually want to merge as
East Germany and West Germany did,
that is up to them.

But China should not think that
when we read accounts like that in the
New York Times, we sit idly by and
think that it makes no difference. The
New York Times editorial response to
it, which I ask to be printed at the end
of my remarks, is appropriate.

I want a good relationship with
China. All of my colleagues want a

good relationship with China. But
China is impeding the possibility of
that good relationship with its threats
to Taiwan.

The New York Times article and edi-
torial response follow:
AS CHINA THREATENS TAIWAN, IT MAKES SURE

UNITED STATES LISTENS

(By Patrick E. Tyler)
BEIJING, Jan. 23.—The Chinese leadership

has sent unusually explicit warnings to the
Clinton Administration that China has com-
pleted plans for a limited attack on Taiwan
that could be mounted in the weeks after
Taiwan’s President, Lee Tenghui, wins the
first democratic balloting for the presidency
in March.

The purpose of this saber-rattling is appar-
ently to prod the United States to rein in
Taiwan and President Lee, whose push for
greater international recognition for the is-
land of 21 million people, has been con-
demned here as a drive for independence.

While no one familiar with the threats
thinks China is on the verge of risking a cat-
astrophic war against Taiwan, some China
experts fear that the Taiwan issue has be-
come such a test of national pride for Chi-
nese leaders that the danger of war should be
taken seriously.

A senior American official said the Admin-
istration has ‘‘no independent confirmation
or even credible evidence’’ that the Chinese
are contemplating an attack, and spoke al-
most dismissively of the prospect.

‘‘They can fire missiles, but Taiwan has
some teeth of its own,’’ the official said.
‘‘And does China want to risk that and the
international effects?’’

The most pointed of the Chinese warnings
was conveyed recently through a former As-
sistant Secretary of Defense, Chas. W. Free-
man Jr., who traveled to China this winter
for discussions with senior Chinese officials.
On Jan. 4, after returning to Washington,
Mr. Freeman informed President Clinton’s
national security adviser, Anthony Lake,
that the People’s Liberation Army had pre-
pared plans for a missile attack against Tai-
wan consisting of one conventional missile
strike a day for 30 days.

This warning followed similar statements
relayed to Administration officials by John
W. Lewis, a Stanford University political sci-
entist who meets frequently with senior Chi-
nese military figures here.

These warnings do not mean that an at-
tack on Taiwan is certain or imminent. In-
stead, a number of China specialists say that
China, through ‘‘credible preparations’’ for
an attack, hopes to intimidate the Taiwan-
ese and to influence American policy toward
Taiwan. The goal, these experts say, is to
force Taiwan to abandon the campaign initi-
ated by President Lee, including his effort to
have Taiwan seated at the United Nations,
and to end high-profile visits by President
Lee to the United States and to other coun-
tries.

If the threats fail to rein in Mr. Lee, how-
ever, a number of experts now express the
view that China could resort to force, despite
the enormous consequences for its economy
and for political stability in Asia.

Since last summer, when the White House
allowed Mr. Lee to visit the United States,
the Chinese leadership has escalated its at-
tacks on the Taiwan leader, accusing him of
seeking to ‘‘split the motherland’’ and un-
dermine the ‘‘one China’’ policy that had
been the bedrock of relations between
Beijing and its estranged province since 1949.

A Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman,
asked to comment on reports that the Chi-
nese military has prepared plans for military
action against Taiwan, said he was awaiting

a response from his superiors. Last month, a
senior ministry official said privately that
China’s obvious preparations for military ac-
tion have been intended to head off an un-
wanted conflict.

‘‘We have been trying to do all we can to
avoid a scenario in which we are confronted
in the end with no other option but a mili-
tary one,’’ the official said. He said that if
China does not succeed in changing Taiwan’s
course, ‘‘then I am afraid there is going to be
a war.’’

Mr. Freeman described the most recent
warning during a meeting Mr. Lake had
called with nongovernmental China special-
ists.

Participants said that Mr. Freeman’s pres-
entation was arresting as he described being
told by a Chinese official of the advanced
state of military planning. Preparations for
a missile attack on Taiwan, he said, and the
target selection to carry it out, have been
completed and await a final decision by the
Politburo in Beijing.

One of the most dramatic moments came
when Mr. Freeman quoted a Chinese official
as asserting that China could act militarily
against Taiwan without fear of intervention
by the United States because American lead-
ers ‘‘care more about Los Angeles than they
do about Taiwan,’’ a statement that Mr.
Freeman characterized as an indirect threat
by China to use nuclear weapons against the
United States.

An account of the White House meeting
was provided by some of the participants.
Mr. Freeman, reached by telephone, con-
firmed the gist of his remarks, reiterating
that he believes that while ‘‘Beijing clearly
prefers negotiation to combat,’’ there is a
new sense of urgency in Beijing to end Tai-
wan’s quest for ‘‘independent international
status.’’

Mr. Freeman said that President Lee’s be-
havior ‘‘in the weeks following his re-elec-
tion will determine’’ whether Beijing’s Com-
munist Party leaders feel they must act ‘‘by
direct military means’’ to change his behav-
ior.

In recent months, Mr. Freeman said he has
relayed a number of warnings to United
States Government officials. ‘‘I have quoted
senior Chinese who told me’’ that China
‘‘would sacrifice ‘millions of men’ and ‘entire
cities’ to assure the unity of China and who
opined that the United States would not
make comparable sacrifices.’’

He also asserted that ‘‘some in Beijing may
be prepared to engage in nuclear blackmail
against the U.S. to insure that Americans do
not obstruct’’ efforts by the People’s Libera-
tion Army ‘‘to defend the principles of Chi-
nese sovereignty over Taiwan and Chinese
national unity.’’

Some specialists at the meeting wondered
if Mr. Freeman’s presentation was too
alarmist and suggested that parliamentary
elections on Taiwan in December had re-
sulted in losses for the ruling Nationalist
Party and that President Lee appeared to be
moderating his behavior to avoid a crisis.

‘‘I am not alarmist at this point,’’ said one
specialist, who would not comment on the
substance of the White House meeting. ‘‘I
don’t think the evidence is developing in
that direction.’’

Other participants in the White House
meeting, who said they would not violate the
confidentiality pledge of the private session,
separately expressed their concern that a po-
tential military crisis is building in the Tai-
wan Strait.

‘‘I think there is evidence to suggest that
the Chinese are creating at least the option
to apply military pressure to Taiwan if they
feel that Taiwan is effectively moving out of
China’s orbit politically,’’ said Kenneth
Lieberthal, a China scholar at the University
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of Michigan and an informal adviser to the
Administration.

Mr. Lieberthal, who also has traveled to
China in recent months, said Beijing has re-
deployed forces from other parts of the coun-
try to the coastal areas facing Taiwan and
set up new command structures ‘‘for various
kinds of military action against Taiwan.’’

‘‘They have done all this in a fashion they
know Taiwan can monitor,’’ he said, ‘‘so as
to become credible on the use of force.’’

‘‘I believe there has been no decision to use
military force,’’ he continued, ‘‘and they rec-
ognize that it would be a policy failure for
them to have to resort to force; but they
have set up the option, they have commu-
nicated that in the most credible fashion
and, I believe, the danger is that they would
exercise it in certain circumstances.’’

Several experts cited their concern that
actions by Congress in the aftermath of
President Lee’s expected election could be a
critical factor contributing to a military
confrontation. If President Lee perceives
that he has a strong base of support in the
United States Congress and presses forward
with his campaign to raise Taiwan’s status,
the risk of a military crisis is greater, they
said. A chief concern is that Congress would
seek to invite the Taiwan leader back to the
United States as a gesture of American sup-
port. A Chinese military leader warned in
November that such a step could have ‘‘ex-
plosive’’ results.

In recent months, American statements on
whether United States forces would come to
the defense of Taiwan if it came under at-
tack have been deliberately vague so as to
deter Beijing through a posture of what the
Pentagon calls ‘‘strategic ambiguity.’’

Some members of Congress assert that the
Taiwan Relations Act of 1979 includes an im-
plicit pledge to defend Taiwan if attacked,
but Administration officials say that, in the
end, the decision would depend on the tim-
ing, pretext and nature of Chinese aggres-
sion.

CHINA THREATENS TAIWAN

China has made no secret of its concern
that Taiwan is drifting toward independence
with the tacit support of the United States.
Beijing pounced on an unofficial visit to
America last year by Taiwan’s President,
Lee Teng-hui, to register its strong objection
to any potential change in Taiwan’s status.
But China has now escalated tensions by
recklessly raising the prospect that it might
use military force to intimidate Taiwan. The
United States and other countries must
make clear that such a step would unravel
Beijing’s relations with the international
community and undermine China’s prized
economic boom.

Patrick Tyler of The Times reports that
Chinese officials have let the Clinton Admin-
istration know that Beijing has completed
plans for a limited military attack on Tai-
wan as soon as this spring unless the island
bows to demands for a lower-profile foreign
policy.

These warnings may well be nine-tenths
diplomatic bluff. But even so they suggest
that Beijing has lost sight of one of the basic
understandings underlying improved Chi-
nese-American relations since the Nixon Ad-
ministration—that Taiwan’s future status
must be settled by peaceable means.

Beijing is plainly infuriated by the recent
efforts of President Lee to win increased rec-
ognition for his country in foreign capitals
and international bodies like the United Na-
tions. The mainland Government sees Tai-
wan as an integral part of the historical Chi-
nese empire, torn away by foreign impe-
rialists and Chiang Kai-shek at a time when
China was weak. Taiwanese see it dif-
ferently, pointing to their centuries of sepa-

rate cultural development and, more impor-
tantly, their hard-won political democracy
and thriving capitalist economy as good rea-
sons for standing somewhat apart.

China apparently hopes its warnings will
lead Washington to lean on Mr. Lee to ac-
commodate Beijing. While Washington
should urge caution on both sides, the Unit-
ed States must vigorously reject military
bullying from Beijing in cases like this.

Taiwan is too big to be treated as a mere
pawn in relations between Washington and
Beijing. It is America’s seventh-largest trad-
ing partner, with 21 million people, a vibrant
democracy and one of Asia’s highest living
standards.

More than anything else, it is the fear that
today’s freedoms and prosperity would be
lost under Beijing’s harsh authoritarian rule
that fuels Taiwan’s quest for a separate iden-
tity. Beijing would do better to address this
fear with political and economic reforms at
home rather than threatening the use of
force across the Taiwan Straits.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO THE FAITH HOUSE

∑ Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay a special tribute to the
Faith House. It is a great pleasure to
recognize this organization for its 4
years of superior service to the under-
privileged children of the St. Louis
community.

The Faith House was established in
1992 to meet the ever-increasing de-
mand for the care of infants and chil-
dren exposed to drugs. This residential
facility has already succeeded in serv-
ing over 250 infants and children in its
stable, home-like environment through
the dedication of numerous volunteers
and professional medical staff. The 24-
hour comfort and security provided by
the caring individuals comprising the
Faith House is essential to the long-
term physical, emotional, and intellec-
tual development of our children.

As a father and long-term advocate
for children and families, I believe the
welfare and security of our Nation’s
children are of paramount importance
to the future of our society. The Faith
House aspires to continue it’s tireless
dedication to improving the quality of
life for those children who have been
some of the least fortunate in our soci-
ety.

The Faith House is endeavoring to
meet the increasing demand for growth
and expansion of its quality care
through construction of a new 50-bed
home. Efforts are currently underway
to realize this project, and on February
23, 1996, a dinner-dance and auction
will be held in St. Louis to recognize
this outstanding facility. It is an honor
to congratulate the people of the Faith
House on all of their successes and to
wish them the best of luck in their fu-
ture pursuits.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO FATHER MAC

∑ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I would
like to bring attention to the outstand-
ing work of Msgr. Ignatius McDermott
and Haymarket House. It is my pleas-
ure to inform you that in December,
Haymarket celebrated its 20th anniver-

sary. One of largest treatment and de-
toxification centers in Chicago and the
Midwest, Haymarket is the culmina-
tion of one man’s lifetime of education
and devotion to helping the addicted.

Haymarket was founded in December
1975, when ‘‘Father Mac’’ was in his
early sixties. For the last 20 years they
have made history, establishing pro-
grams for those no one else wishes to
serve. The programs include Illinois’
first non-medical detox center and Illi-
nois’ first sanctuary program for skid
row alcoholics. These programs, along
with the tireless efforts of Monsignor
McDermott, have helped change atti-
tudes about alcoholism and have
helped establish it as a disease to be
treated, rather than as a social prob-
lem.

Through Haymarket, Father
McDermott reached out to serve those
ostracized by today’s society. His
goal—to serve the homeless, the chemi-
cally dependent, the substance abuser,
the disadvantaged, and the unfortu-
nate—is reached through the providing
of shelter and care for these people and
their families.

When drug addicted infants enraged
the public, Haymarket provided the
first residential treatment program for
drug-addicted pregnant women. This
was at a time when those providing
treatment were more concerned with
liability issues than with the treat-
ment of these women. Since it began,
the Maternal Addiction Center [MAC]
has delivered 350 drug-free babies.
Haymarket, along with Maryville
Academy, has also established Illinois’
first residential treatment program for
postpartum women who have delivered
drug-addicted babies.

Haymarket currently runs 28 pro-
grams and has served over 13,000 cli-
ents. Their unique program is centered
around the idea that to achieve long-
term recovery the whole person must
be addressed. They believe that with-
out a continuum of care, people are
more likely to relapse. This continuum
brings together drug abuse prevention
and treatment, health services, day
care, parent training, vocational edu-
cation, and job placement. These serv-
ices help the center improve the pre-
vention and treatment services and in-
crease the savings to taxpayers associ-
ated with these services.

I encourage my colleagues to join me
in commending Father Mac and
Haymarket for their continued com-
mitment to the services they provide. I
extend to my colleagues an invitation
to visit Haymarket when they visit the
Chicago area.∑
f

CONGRATULATING PETER
CRISTIANO ON HIS DECADES OF
SERVICE TO SOUTHFIELD, MI

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today to congratulate and pay tribute
to Peter Cristiano on his long and suc-
cessful service to the city of South-
field, MI. Mr. Cristiano began his pub-
lic service in Southfield in 1960, when
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